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Abstract: For driving multichannel underwater acoustic transducers, the integrated design of the
transmitter based on the analysis of the widely distributed impedance should be considered. Previous
studies focused on either the matching circuit or the fast resonant tracking control. This paper pro-
poses the design and control methods of a sonar transmitter based on the analysis of the impedance
distribution. For the transmitter design, the optimization method based on the particle swarm opti-
mization (PSO) algorithm is proposed for estimating the equivalent and matching circuit parameters.
The equivalent circuits of the transducer are more precisely designed by using the measured data
in both air and water. The fitness function proposed in the matching includes special functions,
such as the limitation and parasitic inductances. A comparison of the experimental and simulation
results shows that the optimized matching design improved the power factor, and was similar to the
experimental result. For the transmitter control, the constant power and voltage control (CPVC) and
instant voltage and current control (IVCC) methods are proposed for the variable impedance load.
The impedance variation range affects the rated power and rated voltage of the transmitter, and the
rating range determines the initial modulation index (MI) of the pulse-width modulation (PWM)
control. To verify the control method, an experimental setup including the multichannel acoustic
transducers was established. As a result, the constant power and constant voltage were verified with
the proposed control, and the instant voltage and current control also worked in the event that the
instant voltage or current exceed their threshold values.

Keywords: sonar transmitter; acoustic transducer array; underwater acoustic transducer; impedance
matching; particle swarm optimization; constant power control; constant voltage control

1. Introduction

In recent years, the applications of acoustic transducers and transmitters have been
expanded for sonar, medical, communications, and industrial purposes [1–6]. The me-
chanical and acoustic operations of an acoustic transducer are generally expressed as an
electrical equivalent circuit model [7–9]. An electrical equivalent circuit is necessary not
only to understand the energy transfer phenomenon, but also to design a transmitter
driving an acoustic transducer. Since an acoustic transducer is a complex impedance load,
a matching/filter circuit between a transmitter and an acoustic transducer is required for
minimizing reactance and reducing THD (total harmonic distortion) [4,10–15]. To utilize
their load characteristics, various control methods have been studied for the transmitters
driving transducers with variable impedance [2,16–18].

Most interesting studies about the impedance matching and the control have concen-
trated on the ultrasonic transducer applications. The resonance frequency tracking method
is applied to transmitters for driving ultrasonic transducers, because high control speed is
required to trace high-frequency operation above several MHz. Wang et al. proposed a
novel fast resonance tracking control for ultrasonic transducers [1]; they utilized the fact

Electronics 2021, 10, 2682. https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10212682 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/electronics

https://www.mdpi.com/journal/electronics
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9023-1288
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10212682
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10212682
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/electronics10212682
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/electronics
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/electronics10212682?type=check_update&version=1


Electronics 2021, 10, 2682 2 of 15

that the angle of a resonance point shifted by moving a center point of a G–B curve is
correlated with a shifted center point of the G–B curve. Wang et al. attempted to math-
ematically calculate a resonance frequency for finding the optimized matching point [2].
Cheng et al. utilized parallel resonance frequency tracking and applied ZVS (zero-voltage
switching) to the transmitter by considering both the parasitic capacitance of switches
and the circuit elements of a transducer [19]. An et al. proposed a genetic algorithm for
the broadband matching of ultrasonic transducers [20]; they focused on the optimization
method to estimate the matching network topology.

In low-frequency applications, studies using a fast resonance frequency tracking
cannot be found. Instead, most studies have concentrated on impedance matching and
filter design. Choi et al. proposed an estimation method for simultaneously designing the
matching and the filter circuits in sonar systems [21]; they focused on theoretical design,
in order to apply parasitic elements of a transformer to the matching/filter circuits. To
design a medium-voltage converter, it is important to consider the parasitic elements
of the transformer, because the parasitic capacitance can affect its efficiency and control
method [22]. Song et al. proposed the design method of matching and filter circuits by
using only transformer magnetizing inductance [3]. Kim et al. proposed an LC matching
technique for a class B amplifier driving high directional piezoelectric transducers [23].
Panchalai et al. designed a full-bridge inverter, and applied PWM (pulse-width modulation)
for active sonar applications [16].

As can be seen in previous papers, studies of sonar transmitters have not presented
a variety of views beyond ultrasonic transmitters. Recently presented papers have fo-
cused on either the matching/filter design or the PWM control, but not shown the integral
system [3,16,21]. This paper presents the design and control of a sonar transmitter for
the widely distributed impedance load to which the study field is generally inaccessi-
ble. The underwater acoustic transducer was developed to be driven both in multiple
channels and in high-power conditions for achieving the detection ability of active sonar
systems [3,17,24–26]. To control phases of transmission signal among transducers, the
transducers are required to be independently driven [17]. To individually drive each
transducer, it is necessary to consider impedance characteristics varied by the transmission
signal types and mutual radiation effect. The interference effect by mutual radiation among
transducers increases the range of impedance variation [27,28]. The large impedance range
makes the power rating of the transmitter increase, but the transmitter’s specifications—
such as size and rated power—are limited in real sonar systems. To satisfy higher acoustic
source levels in the limited system, the major design elements of the transmitter should
be considered, such as the limited supply of power, the maximum power driving the
transducers, and the low THD [29]. In this paper, the following three issues are dealt with
n designing the sonar transmitter:

(1) In underwater acoustic transducers, the analysis of the impedance distribution is
required in order to determine the rated power for driving the transducer;

(2) To maximize the power factor (viz. minimizing reactance elements) and reduce THD,
the impedance matching and filter circuits should be designed based on the equivalent
circuit model of the transducer;

(3) The frequency modulation (FM) is required in order to calculate the distance between
a source and an object. The impedance of the transducer varies depending on the
FM. For this reason, the output power of the transmitter should be maintained in the
operation range.

This paper presents the design and control methods of the sonar transmitter, consider-
ing the three issues for driving the underwater acoustic transducer. There are two parts: the
hardware design, and the control method. In Section 2, the impedance distribution of the
multichannel acoustic transducers (MCATs) is analyzed for calculation of the rated power
and the rated voltage of the transmitter. Based on the analysis of the impedance variation
range, the hardware design process is described in Section 3. The circuit parameters of
the acoustic transducer are estimated by using the PSO (particle swarm optimization)
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algorithm. The measured impedance is from a single transducer with a medium value in
the distributed impedance. The proposed estimation method is different to the recently
presented method in [30], with regard to the utilization of the impedances measured in
air and water for more precise estimation. To find the parameters of the matching circuit,
the new fitness function of the algorithm is proposed. The fitness function can find the
optimized power factor, including parasitic elements, by limiting maximum magnetizing
inductance. Afterwards, an LC filter considering all inductors and capacitors in the full
circuit design is designed. In Section 4, UPWM (unipolar PWM) control is employed for
the sonar transmitter with low THD. The constant power and voltage control (CPVC) and
the instant voltage and current control (IVCC) are proposed for driving the MCAT. The
modulation index (MI) is determined by the rated power and voltage obtained from the
analysis of the impedance distribution. For fast control, the control command is determined
and is applied to the full-bridge inverter, by calculating the root-mean-square (RMS) power
and voltage within a single pulse period.

2. Analysis of the Impedance Distribution

The impedance of the transducer largely varies depending on the frequency modu-
lation (FM), because of its reactance. When driving the MCAT, the impedance variation
becomes large due to the interference effect by mutual radiation, individually driving
transducers. Figure 1 shows the distributed impedance and the output voltage range
of the MCAT. The impedance magnitude and phase are measured in the operation fre-
quency band. The maximum and minimum impedance values can be identified via the
impedance distribution. The impedance magnitude and phase have ranges from around
517 to 1880 (Ω) and −18◦ to 88◦, respectively. To calculate the power rating of the trans-
mitter, the required output voltage is analyzed in Figure 1b. The required source level
determines the output power driving the transducers. From the required output power
and the impedance distribution, the required output voltage range is calculated. The
normalized voltage, 0.1, and 1 have 10 times this value, which is too large a range to design
the transmitter. In this paper, the output voltage driving a single transducer is defined as
the normalized voltage—0.14. The remaining area of the distribution can be covered by the
matching circuit and the proposed control.
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Figure 1. Analysis of the impedance distribution and the required output voltage for the multichannel
acoustic transducer: (a) the impedance distribution measured by the experiment; (b) the output
voltage distribution for the required output power.

3. Design of the Sonar Transmitter
3.1. Design Process

To design the sonar transmitter, the circuit diagram is shown in Figure 2. Here,
the BVD (Butterworth–Van Dyke) model is used for the equivalent circuit model of the
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transducer [3,9,21]. The transmitter’s topology consists of the full-bridge inverter con-
verting DC to AC, a low-pass output filter reducing THD, and a matching circuit using a
magnetizing inductance of the transformer. The design process is sequential, following
the circuit modeling of the acoustic transducer, the matching circuit design, and the filter
design. To cancel out the large reactance of the acoustic transducer, the transmitter should
consider the operation frequency band. Generally, L1 and C1 disappear at the resonant
frequency, but C0 still remains. The inductances of the matching circuit should be designed
to cancel C0. From the inverter’s point of view, both the matching circuit and the transducer
are loads.
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3.2. The Acoustic Transducer
3.2.1. Estimation of the Equivalent Circuit Parameters

To design the matching circuit, the equivalent circuit model of the acoustic transducer
is required in the operation frequency band. This chapter estimates the circuit parameters
of the BVD model, as shown in Figure 2. The optimization method uses the fitness function
that can well estimate the complex impedance at the resonance point. The fitness function,
FEM, is expressed in Equations (1) and (2):

Ze(n) = αe(n) + jβe(n), ZL = αL(n) + jβL(n) (1)

FEM(n) =
1

M f

M f

∑
n=1
|Ze(n)− ZL(n)| =

1
M f

M f

∑
n=1

√
(αe(n)− αL(n))

2 + (βe(n)− βL(n))
2 (2)

where Mf is the total number of data samples of the measured impedance, n is a data
sample in the frequency band, α(n) is the real impedance term of the transducer for the
n-th data sample, and β(n) is the imaginary impedance term of the transducer for the n-th
data sample.

3.2.2. Results

Figure 3 shows the estimated and measured impedance magnitude and phase. The es-
timated impedance corresponds with the measured impedance. The estimated impedance,
Ze, is calculated using the measured impedance, ZL, both in the air and underwater. The
estimation method of the equivalent circuit parameters generally uses the measured un-
derwater data, but this paper presents a method using both air and underwater data for
accuracy. First, the method finds the electrical capacitance, C0, and the stiffness, C1, of the
transducer from the measured data in the air, and then the other parameters are estimated
from the measured underwater data. The test unit is the piezoelectric tonpilz transducer.
The impedance magnitude and phase were measured by an impedance analyzer (4194A,
HP) at intervals of 100 Hz. The estimated circuit parameters are shown in Table 1.
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Table 1. The estimated parameters of the electrical equivalent model.

Parameter C0 (nF) R1 (Ω) L1 (mH) C1 (nF)

Air 42.0 147.8 Lair 12.3

Underwater 42.0 1124.8 Lwater 12.3
* Note that confidential information that can infer equipment specifications has been blinded in this manuscript.

3.3. The Matching Circuit
3.3.1. Estimation of the Matching Circuit Parameters

This chapter discusses the design of the impedance matching circuit for minimizing
the reactive power in the driving transducers. The deviation in the reactance values of
the transducers becomes large due to the FM in the MCAT. Of course, it is good to design
a matching circuit for each transducer, but this is not realistic with a large number of
transducers. Thus, this paper designed the matching circuit for a single transducer located
in the medium of the impedance distribution. The impedance matching circuit utilizes a
transformer consisting of the magnetizing inductance, Lm, and leakage inductances, Lleak1
and Lleak2, to reduce the reactance capacitances, C0 and C1. Therefore, the matching circuit
maximizes the power factor to drive the transducers in the operation frequency band.

The elements in the matching circuit are estimated based on the PSO algorithm. The
coupling coefficient of the transformer, kp, is defined as 0.98, and the winding resistance is
ignored, but the magnetizing and leakage inductances of the transformer are estimated
from the algorithm. In the ~0.5·fn (Hz) frequency band (fn is the fundamental frequency in
the band), the algorithm is set to find the maximum power factor, and to minimize the mag-
netizing inductance. The fitness and its related functions are expressed in Equations (3)–(8).
Table 2 shows the parameters for Equations (3)–(8). The fitness function includes a selection
function to choose the lowest inductance among the estimated inductances, in consid-
eration of the transmitter size. Here, C1 and C2 are weight factors that are empirically
determined in consideration of the parameter range and the iteration speed (C1 = 1, C2 = 1).
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Table 2. The parameters for Equations (3)–(8).

Symbol Description

Zm Estimated impedance of the equivalent circuit model, including the matching circuit

GLd Conductance term of the equivalent circuit model

BLd Susceptance term of the equivalent circuit model

fs Starting frequency (data sample) of the impedance matching for the equivalent circuit model

ωs Resonance frequency for the mechanical–acoustical (R1 − L1 − C1) branch of the equivalent circuit

N Ratio of the primary and secondary turns of the matching transformer

Lm Magnetizing inductance of the matching transformer

Lleak1 Primary leakage inductance of the matching transformer

Lleak2 Secondary leakage inductance of the matching transformer

FMC(n) =
f s+BW

∑
n= f s

c1·Fp f (n) + c2·FL(n) (3)

Fp f (n) = 1− p f (Zm(n)), FL(n) = Lm (4)

Zm(n) =
−ω2GLdZLm + jω

{(
Lm + N2Lleak1

)
−ωBLdZLm

}
N2[{1−ωBLd(Lm + Lleak2)}+ jωGLd(Lm + Lleak2)]

(5)

ZLm = LmLleak2 + N2Lleak1(Lm + Lleak2) (6)

YLd(n) = GLd + jBLd =
1

R1
(
1 + Q2

1γ2
) + j

{
ω(C0 + Cd)−

ωsC1Q2
1γ

1 + Q2
1γ2

}
(7)

ωs =
1√

L1C1
, Q1 =

ωsL1

R1
, γ =

ω

ωs
− ωs

ω
(8)

where Zm is the impedance calculated on the input side of the impedance matching, and
includes leakage inductances of the transformer and the output capacitance, Ct, of the
transmitter as shown in Figure 2. The output capacitance is considered to be 3.4 (nF).
The turn ratio of the transformer is ~1:3.6 for boosting the input voltage. As a result, the
estimated magnetizing inductance is 50.9 (mH), and the estimated leakage inductance 1
and 2 are 73.6 (µH) and 0.98 (mH), respectively, while a parasitic capacitance between
the transmitter and the transducer, Cp, in Figure 2 is ignored in the estimation of the
impedance matching.

3.3.2. Experimental Setup

To compare the simulation and the experiment of the designed matching circuit, the
test system was set up. The test system consisted of the designed matching circuit and
a transducer in the water. The magnitude and phase of the input matching impedance,
Zm, were measured using an impedance analyzer (4194A, HP) at intervals of 100 Hz. The
power factor was calculated by using the phase. All experimental data were measured
from the input terminal of the test system.

3.3.3. Experimental Results

Figure 4 shows the impedance and the power factor before and after applying the
matching circuit. The estimated impedance and power factor after applying the matching
circuit were compared to the measured value. After impedance matching, the impedance
magnitude was more uniform and smaller in the operation frequency band, compared to
the case before impedance matching. Moreover, the impedance phase is near zero, and
the power factor has a uniform value above 0.9 in the operation frequency band. It was
identified that all estimated values corresponded to the measured values. Within or out of
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the operating frequency, differences between the measured and estimated results can occur
because of the influence of other adjacent resonance modes.
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3.4. The LC Filter Circuit

The low-pass filter on the output side of the full-bridge inverter is necessary to
eliminate the THD of the transmission signal. The real acoustic energies are radiated
through the resistance of the BVD model. Thus, the LC parameters of the BVD model and
the matching transformer are utilized in designing the filter circuit. The cutoff frequency, fc,
is ~2.175·fn (Hz) for the UPWM inverter in the operation frequency band. The inductance,
Lf, and capacitance, Cf, are 400 (µH) and 94 (nF), respectively. Figure 5 shows the analysis of
the transfer function from the filter to the BVD model. The cutoff frequency can be moved
by the parasitic capacitance value, Cp. The results show that the parasitic elements can be
utilized for a filter design, and that the cutoff frequency is located at the intended point.



Electronics 2021, 10, 2682 8 of 15Electronics 2021, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 15 
 

 

  
(a) (b) 

Figure 5. The transfer function characteristics of the designed filter, including the matching circuit and BVD: (a) the mag-
nitude; (b) the phase. 

4. The control of the Sonar Transmitter 
4.1. The Control Method 

The control of the transmitter output is proposed for the MCAT. Figure 6 shows the 
proposed control block diagram in the variable impedance condition. The proposed con-
trol of the transmitter is based on the UPWM. The monitoring circuit detects the output 
voltage, VL, and current, IL, in real time, and calculates the output power per single pulse 
period of the transmission signal. The detected power and voltage are compared with the 
threshold power, Pth, and voltage, Vth, including the information of the transmission sig-
nal, and then the deviation is calculated. From the deviation, the variation of the modula-
tion index (MI) is expressed in Equation (9). 

 
Figure 6. The proposed control block diagram of the transmitter. 

  

Figure 5. The transfer function characteristics of the designed filter, including the matching circuit and BVD: (a) the
magnitude; (b) the phase.

4. The control of the Sonar Transmitter
4.1. The Control Method

The control of the transmitter output is proposed for the MCAT. Figure 6 shows the
proposed control block diagram in the variable impedance condition. The proposed control
of the transmitter is based on the UPWM. The monitoring circuit detects the output voltage,
VL, and current, IL, in real time, and calculates the output power per single pulse period of
the transmission signal. The detected power and voltage are compared with the threshold
power, Pth, and voltage, Vth, including the information of the transmission signal, and then
the deviation is calculated. From the deviation, the variation of the modulation index (MI)
is expressed in Equation (9).
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∆MI = δ× Pout − Pth
Pth

(9)

where, Pout is the output power, Pth is the threshold power, and δ is the weight factor
obtained by considering a convergence time of less than 1 (ms) and an overshoot of less
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than 5 (%) by the experimental experience. The initial MI can be calculated from the
required output voltage, as expressed in Equation (10). The updated MI is set as expressed
in Equation (11).

Initial MI =
The required output voltage

DC source voltage× trans f ormer ratio (3.6)× 0.707( f or RMS)
(10)

The updated MI(n) = MI(n− 1) + ∆MI (11)

The PWM signal is obtained by comparing updated MI and carrier signal control
values to switches of the full-bridge inverter. In real time, if a transient output voltage
or current occurs due to the rapidly varied impedance, the proposed method constantly
transmits lower level signals. This function limits the power rating of the transmitter to
protect the transmitter from the variable impedance load. Figure 7 shows the algorithm
flowchart of the proposed control method. The details are explained as follows:
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(1) Sets the input signal and detecting the signal shape in the time domain;
(2) Defines the initial MI for PWM control;
(3) Detects the output voltage and current from the monitoring circuit;
(4) If the output voltage and current values are below the threshold, calculates the RMS

power and RMS voltage per single pulse period, and then updates the MI by adding
the MI variation (delta MI) to the previous MI;

(5) If the output voltage and current instantly exceed the threshold, reduces the MI by
0.2 per single pulse period (if this operation is performed more than 10 times, the
transmitting signal will be blocked for protection of the transmitter).

4.2. The Experimental Setup

The experimental setup of the transmitter control using the simulated load and the
MCAT load is illustrated in Figure 8. The experimental system consists of the control
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and monitoring device, the designed transmitter, the simulated load, and the MCAT in
the water tank. The transmitter consists of the full-bridge inverter, the LC filter, and the
matching transformer. As shown in Figure 2, the transmitter is set up using the designed
parameters above. The GaN MOSFETs are used for fast switching.
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the MCAT load.

The verification of the control operation was performed in both the simulated load
and the MCAT load. (1) To verify the proposed control method, the simulated load was
set up to express the operation of a single channel unit. The simulated load consists of the
resistor and capacitor in parallel, so that the load is similar to the impedance of the interest
frequency point. The RC load was used to check the exact operation in the transmitter
control test [3]. (2) The real multichannel acoustic transducer (MCAT) load was established
so as to verify that the proposed control reduces the impedance variation caused by the FM.
The MCAT consists of multichannel transducers; the number is N. The proposed control
used a transmitting FM signal. The threshold values of the CPVC and IVCC were set for
the output characteristics in the MCAT.

4.3. Results
4.3.1. The Experiment Using the Simulated Load

Figure 9 shows the output voltage and current with or without the control in the
simulated load. To show the impedance variation of the load, the FM is used for each
control condition, and the voltage and current are normalized in each maximum value. The
output voltage and current increase without the control, as shown in Figure 9a,b. Figure 9c
shows the enlarged output voltage for identifying the sine waveform. Figure 9d–f show
the output voltage and current with the constant power and voltage control (CPVC) in
the simulated load. The graphs with the CPVC show that the output voltage remains
constant, although the output current increases. Simultaneously, the MI decreases, limiting
the output voltage. As a result, the proposed CPVC is well operated in the simulated load.

Figure 10 shows the output voltage and current limitation with the instant voltage
and current control (IVCC) in the simulated load. The IVCC operates when the voltage
and current immediately exceed the threshold. In this experiment, the limitation values
of voltage and current were sequentially changed to verify their operation in the rapidly
variable impedance. Figure 10a–c show the output voltage, current, and MI, respectively,
in the instant voltage control operation when the output voltage exceeds the normalized
threshold (Vnorm = 1.0). Figure 10d–f show the same values in the instant current control
operation when the output current exceeds the normalized threshold (Ith = 0.7). As a result,
the transmitter can stably transmit the signal via the sequentially lowered MI when the
rapidly variable impedance affects the output voltage and current.
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Figure 12 shows the output voltage and current with CPVC in the MCAT load. The 
impedance of the MCAT load changes with the FM signal. The MIs started at 0.8, as de-
termined by Equation (10). After applying the CPVC, the constant power control is ap-
plied before 2.3 s, and the constant voltage control is applied after 2.3 s. As a result, the 
output voltage is constant, even if the output current varies in the variation impedance. 
For more information, the normalized power values at each transducer are shown in Fig-
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Figure 10. The output voltage and current limitation with the IVCC in the simulated load: (a) the normalized output voltage
in the instant voltage control operation; (b) the normalized output current in the instant voltage control operation; (c) the
modulation index with the IVCC in the instant voltage control operation; (d) the normalized output voltage in the instant
current control operation; (e) the normalized output current in the instant current control operation; (f) the modulation
index with the IVCC in the instant current control operation.
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4.3.2. The Experiment Using a Multichannel Acoustic Transducer Load

Figure 11 shows the output voltage and current without any control in the MCAT
load. The output voltage decreases by 2 s, and then increases again. This phenomenon
occurs because of the impedance variation caused by the FM.
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Figure 11. The output voltage and current without the control in the MCAT load: (a) the normalized
output voltage; (b) the normalized output current.

Figure 12 shows the output voltage and current with CPVC in the MCAT load. The
impedance of the MCAT load changes with the FM signal. The MIs started at 0.8, as
determined by Equation (10). After applying the CPVC, the constant power control is
applied before 2.3 s, and the constant voltage control is applied after 2.3 s. As a result, the
output voltage is constant, even if the output current varies in the variation impedance.
For more information, the normalized power values at each transducer are shown in
Figure 12d. The results show that constant power control is applied on each transducer.
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Figure 13 shows the output voltage and current with IVCC in the MCAT load. The
threshold condition is set to verify the IVCC. When the output voltage exceeds the nor-
malized threshold (Vnorm = 1.1), after ~3.6 s, the controllers reduce their MIs from ~0.8, by
0.2 steps.
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5. Conclusions

This paper presented both the matching/filter circuit design using the PSO algorithm
and the control method of the sonar transmitter in the MCAT load. In the actual design
of the sonar transmitter, it is very important to identify the impedance distribution of all
acoustic transducers. Because the radiated acoustic energies affect the other transducers,
the impedance variation can be large. For this reason, the design and control proposed in
this paper refer to the range of the impedance distribution.

In the acoustic transducer of Section 3.2, a transducer with an impedance value located
in the middle of the impedance distribution is converted to the electrical equivalent circuit.
The estimation method considers the measured data from both air and water, in order to
achieve better accuracy than previous estimation methods.

In the matching circuit of Section 3.3, a transformer with parasitic elements was
utilized for matching to the transducer model. The proposed fitness function includes a
significant difference to existing models, in that the fitness function can find the matching
parameters for maximizing the power factor in the limited magnetizing inductance. The
proposed method can avoid the finding of unrealistic design values. As a result, a matching
transformer with a power factor above 0.9 in the operating frequency band was realized.
Moreover, the experimental results coincided with the simulation. In the filter circuit of
Section 3.4, LC parameters were selected by considering the designed matching circuit and
the electrical equivalent circuit of the transducer together.

In the control of Section 4, CPVC and IVCC were proposed for minimizing the
impedance variation caused by the FM signal type. The MI was selected by consider-
ing the required voltage in the impedance distribution. When increasing the modulated
frequency, the transducer’s impedance fluctuated. CPVC can control the power and voltage
constantly, while IVCC can limit the maximum voltage and current in real time. To prove
the proposed controls, the RC simulated load and the real MCAT load were set up. As a
result, the transmitter can keep the output power or voltage constant, and can instantly
limit the voltage or current in the variable impedance load.

This paper offers a design and control method for the generally inaccessible condition
of a large impedance distribution in the MCAT. The proposed design and the control
method are expected to aid in the design of a full, active sonar system with multichannel
acoustic transducers.
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